
 

SR-6J 
October 21, 2021 

John Wolski 
Senior Remediation Manager 
Raytheon Technologies - Corporate Remediation 
9 Farm Springs Road 
Farmington, CT 06032 

Subject: Review of Second Quarter 2021 Groundwater Management Zone (GMZ) Monitoring and 
System Performance Report (2Q 2021 Report) 
Hamilton Sundstrand Corporation (HSC) Plant 1/2 Facility 
Southeast Rockford Groundwater Contamination Superfund Site, Rockford, Illinois 
ILD981000417 

Dear Mr. Wolski: 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the above titled document dated September 13, 
2021 prepared by AECOM on behalf of HSC for the Southeast Rockford Groundwater Contamination 
Superfund Site, Source Area 9/10 (SA 9/10) in Rockford, Illinois.  

Based on EPA comment letter for 1Q 2021 Report, it appears those comments applicable to this 2Q 2021 
Report have been implemented per EPA review of the 2Q 2021 Report and the associated response to 
comment letter.  

2Q 2021 comments are below. EPA requests that these comments be addressed and a revision of 2Q 2021 
Report be submitted, as the comments describe what appear to be errors or anomalies that warrant 
additional clarification or revision for 2Q reporting and the public record. If there are uncertainties or 
differences of opinion with any of the below comments please contact me so that we may discuss and 
agree on an appropriate path forward. 

Comments 

1. Table 4.6. Cell 1 Column. End of Table. Cell 1 appears to have been off from the period 3/26-5/26, but
the cumulative mass removed increased. Please verify and correct as necessary.

2. Table 4.6. Mass Removal Rate.  Beginning in about 2011 for cells 1-3 and 2012 for cells 4-5 the mass
removal rate is stated as ‘0.00’. Clearly the rate is not zero, but it is below the precision of the number
used in the table. The rate value should be converted to scientific notation similar to what is shown in
Table 4.5 for the removal rates of the various COCs.
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3. Figure 4. There are dashed potentiometric lines in the figure. Please add this symbol and definition 
(dashed where inferred/approximately located) to the legend. 
 

4. Figure 5. The results box for PMW02 shows two rows for 24-Feb-21. Verify and correct as necessary. 
 

 
6. Figure 9. There appears to be a missing value on this plot for Cell 5. Verify and correct as necessary. 

 
 
 

7. Appendix D.  
a. Well identifications (IDs) in Appendix D don't match well IDs in the various components of this 

report; report and letter text, appendices, figures, and tables (RAMW-01 vs RAMW01, GMZ-01 
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vs GMZ01, etc.). Name consistency for wells should be verified and corrected as necessary 
throughout the deliverable (and electronic data deliverable (EDD)). 
  

b. Field notes indicated that sampling criteria for collecting samples from groundwater wells 
would meet a 10% stabilization target for the field parameters in three consecutive 5-minute 
intervals (marked by pink * on image below). If stabilization could not be met, then the sample 
could be collected after three well volumes have been removed from the well. There is an 
inconsistency in the field forms relating to reporting the minimum purge volume (underlined in 
pink; equal to 3 well volumes) and the statement about stabilization criteria. The field form is 
not clear on which takes precedence and if this follows the UFP-QAPP and low flow 
groundwater sampling standard operating procedure (SOP).  

Additionally, the low flow groundwater SOP (Attachment 1 page 8) in the UFP-QAPP indicates a 
more nuanced stabilization target (e.g., +/- 0.1 for pH, +/- 3% for SEC, +/- 10 millivolts for ORP, 
etc.) than the generalized 10% in the field form. If these (and others in 2Q 2021) collections are 
deviations from the UFP-QAPP this should be documented in a deviations (or similarly named) 
section of the report. 
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Furthermore, at one location (see below) a little over one well volume was removed and 4 
stabilization criteria measurements made. As described above, it is unclear from this form 
regarding precedence in stabilization versus minimum purge volume. Please clarify for 2Q 2021 
and modify future field form templates as needed. 

 
 

If you have any questions, please call me at (312) 886-7153. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Jennifer Knoepfle, Ph.D., P.G. 
Remedial Project Manager 
 
 
cc (via electronic mail):  
Brian Conrath, Project Manager, IEPA 
Jon Alberg, Senior Principal, AECOM 
Peter Hollatz, Project Manager, AECOM 
Tom Turner, EPA ORC Attorney 
Joe Richards, Hydrogeologist, USGS 


